
I don’t know if any of you watch The Apprentice.  I must confess I am a keen fan.  

One of the objections some people had about the last winner was that he had 

apparently lied on the CV he had prepared for the show and many poeple felt that this 

should have disqualified him from winning the contest.

If that was the same criterion used by Jesus in choosing the leaders of the Church then 

we would not today be celebrating the feast of the two greatest apostles, Peter and 

Paul.

Let us start of with St. Peter.  Peter was not what you would call an outstanding 

personality.  He was perhaps quick and gruff, but he was the first to receive the 

relevation that enabled him to acclaim Jesus as the Christ, Son of the Living God; not 

quite understanding Jesus as being God, but certainly with more awareness than the 

rest of the apostles.  But when his moment of truth came, Peter was found to be 

wanting.  At the Last Supper he pledged undying loyalty to Jesus, only to deny him 

three times later that night, just as Jesus had predicted he would.  If that was a low 

point for Peter, the rest of his life was one high point after another, as he took control 

after the Resurrection and guided the early Church through the first 30 or so years 

until he gave his life as a martyr on the cross.

Even Paddy Power would have struggled to give odds that this was the way Peter 

would turn out just before the death of Jesus.

Paul was an even more unlikely candidate.  Paul, or Saul as he was, was born in 

Tarsus in what is now Turkey two thousand years ago this year.  In fact tomorrow 

(today), Pope Benedict marks the opening of the Pauline Year.  He was the son of a 

wealthy respected Jew who has become a Roman citizen, making Paul Roman by 

birth, a tremendous advantage in the Roman Empire of the day and a situation Paul 

would work to his favour on a number of occasions when being persected by local 

leaders who were not themselves Roman citizens.  

We first hear of hin in chaper 7 of Acts at the stoning of Stephen, the first martyr, 

when, as Saul, he is the one who holds the clothes of those who killed Stephen. Very 

soon he is so caught up in his fervour and obsession to deal with this new sect of 

Christians who are upsetting the Jewish applecart.  He is on the way to arrest 

Christians in Damascas when he is struck down from his horse and also experiences a 

revelation as to who Christ is.  At once, the direction of his fervour changes and when 

he receives what he recognises as the Good News, he is determined to evangelise for 

Christ, but it is not as easy as that.  The Christians he has been hunting are fearful of 



him and won’t accept him so they put him on probation for a further three years before 

they believe he is truly a convert.

Paul is a clever and deeply religious man from a well-to-do Jewish family, so well to 

do in fact that his father has been granted Roman citizenship, a rare honour, No doubt 

without Paul the Church could well have been a totally different Church from that 

today.  It was Paul who travelled the known world, setting up local Churches and 

writing to them on occasions to insrpire their faith or correct their wrongdoings, in 

writings we have as the epistles.  Once again, no one could have predicted that Paul 

would turn out to be one of the greatest apostles.

Peter and Paul are two completely different personalities.  Peter is the steady, 

dependable apostle, not the brightest match in the box perhaps, but the rock on whom 

Christ would build the Church.  Paul is clever, determined, resourceful and 

persuasive.  It is he who persuades the apostles at the first Council in Jerusalem to 

forego the need for Jewish accoutrements such as circumcision for gentile converts.  

The Christian Church would be a new Church, not a Jewish sect.  Our red vestments 

today signify that they both died a martyr’s death, Peter by crucifixion and Paul by 

beheading as Romans did not crucify their own people.

Peter and Paul died for their faith.  It is unlikely we will have to make the same 

sacrifice but we are called upon to live for our faith every day of our lives.  We may 

think we are too unworthy ever to merit the title apostle but, if we look at the example 

Peter and Paul and the type of men they were before they met and encountered the 

resurrected Christ, we should look forward to what we could become by encountering 

and welcoming the same resurrected Christ in out Eucharist today.

The point of this is that Jesus does not choose people the way we would do.  He looks 

beyond the outward appearances and stereotypes and looks into people’s hearts, their 

real selfs, and sees what he can make of them.  Perhaps we would learn more about 

people if we tried the same approach.  If, rather than jumping to conclusions about a 

person because of their background or family connections, we at least gave them a 

chance to show us what they are like.  Maybe more often or not our cynicism will 

have been justified, but just think, if on occasions our initial view had been incorrect, 

what we would have gained by it.  


